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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )E3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 01 June 2004 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1-39 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) U39 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 
11 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this . 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on June 1, 
2004 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-25 and 37-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

The scope of the claims is unclear because the definition of the term 
"bounceback" is indeterminent. The specification must clearly set forth the definition 
explicitly and with reasonable clarity, deliberateness, and precision. Teleflex Inc. v. 
Ficosa North America Corp., 63 USPQ2d 1374, 1381 (Fed. Cir. 2002), Rexnord Corp. v. 
Laitram Corp., 60 USPQ2d 1851, 1854 (Fed. Cir. 2001) and MPEP 2111.01. Further 
the claim context lends no assistance in the interpretation of the term "bounceback". 
The Examiner is unaware of any alternative resources which would define the term 
"bounceback". 
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However, the Examiner notes that Applicant provides examples (or otherwise 
"species") of what Applicant considers "bounceback". Absent a definition of the term 
"bounceback" the Examiner is left to interpret the claims and their recitation of 
"bounceback" as an invocation of 35 USC § 1 12, 6 th paragraph. Accordingly, 

• Claim 1 , last 2 lines are interpreted as follows: 

o -step for modify behavior- 

• Claim 5, lines 10-13 are interpreted as follows: 

o -a bounceback detection means for bounceback behavior- 

• Claim 8, lines 9-13 are interpreted as follows: 

o -step for modifying bounceback behavior-- 

o -step for generating bounceback behavior are not marked as 

conflicted choices on the configuration page- 

• Claim 9, lines 6-8 and lines 14-15 are interpreted as follows: 

o --step for setting bounceback detection bit vector bounceback 

behavior- 

o --step for setting the bounceback detection bit vector elimination- 

• Claim 21, lines 9-1 1 and lines 17-18 are interpreted as follows: 

o -step for setting bounceback detection bit vector bounceback 

behavior- 

o -step for setting the bounceback detection bit vector elimination- 

• Claims 37, lines 12-18 are interpreted as follows: 

o -a bounceback detection mean for operatively the first variable- 
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Applicant must make appropriate changes. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 26-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
World Publication No. 99/13411 to Skovgaard. Skovgaard discloses the receiving 
user input specifying the first domain member; and propagating one or more constraints 
(see at least page 5 lines 1 1-24; page 6, lines 3-17; page 6, lines 24-32; page 7, lines 8- 
12). Skovgaard further discloses the constraint propagation involves one other variable 
of the product configuration (see at least page 8, line 29 - page 9, line 2). 

The "if the potential incompatibility " phrase is in a conditional sense or in the 

alternative. The noted "if step is not necessarily performed. Accordingly, and as in the 
method itself, once the positively recited steps are satisfied, the method as a whole is 
satisfied -- regardless of whether or not other steps are conditionally invocable under 
certain other hypothetical sceanerios. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 1-25, 37-39 (as interpreted) are allowable. 

Claims 28-36 are allowable. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marissa Thein whose telephone number is 703-305- 
5246. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00-5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Olszewski can be reached on 703-308-5183. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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